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Abstract 
This project will use Anthony D. Smith’s theory on identity and Max Weber’s theory 
on legitimacy to analyze different Eurosceptic Parties and their relation to the EU. The project will 
analyze the following political parties: The Danish People’s party, The UK independence party and 
the Polish Law and Justice. The project will furthermore investigate the EU initiatives of “The 
European Citizens’ Initiative” and the “Euro Barometer”. Based on these elements a discussion on 
legitimacy will be made. This project concludes that legitimacy, according to the Eurosceptic parties, 
belongs to the national government rather than the European legislators in the European Union. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 
 
Chapter one will introduce the reader to the problems of relevance that will be 
investigated in this project. This chapter will begin with the problem area leading up to the 
problem definition  followed by three working questions. The problem area will describe the 
area of interest and the field of research. The questions will be presented in the order that they 
are intended to be worked with. Following that it has been found necessary to include a 
clarification of the main concepts used. Furthermore there will be a chapter review, in which 
the project design will be described.     
1.1 Problem Area 
 
The European Union as an institution was founded in the postwar period to avoid 
new conflicts on the european continent . The idea behind this being that economic growth 
would create interdependence between the member states making war less likely and thereby 
strengthening the national relations within the EU. (EU Statement: 2012) Since then, several 
international institutions within the EU have been established expanding the purpose of the 
union from economic cooperation to include political cooperation. Other than the economic 
interdependence, the growing collaboration on several political aspects was also seen as a way 
to enforce a common european identity, furthering the goal of avoiding conflict, as a stronger 
european identity was seen as a natural byproduct of political integration. 
 
However implementing a common european identity has not been as effortless as 
originally hoped, which seems to be of great importance, when it comes to legitimising any 
institution of this kind. This is also evident in the 'legitimacy crisis' present since the 90's and 
the democratic deficit that is often ascribed to the EU. This has arguably increased the need of 
legitimizing the influence and political power of the EU towards its citizens. The democratic 
deficit of the EU has been debated thoroughly through time, and is still questioned by many 
theoreticians (we should mention one or two). One way for an institution to legitimize  its 
power towards its citizens could be through  utilizing  Max Weber’s theoretical concepts of 
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“Legitimacy Consensus”. (Bruun, Hans & Whimster, Sam: 2012) According to Weber’s 
theory, a crucial foundation for an institution is to have the the consent of the people it governs, 
that be tacit or expressed. Therefore it is crucial that the people are behind the EU for it to be 
legitimate. As previously mentioned there is an ongoing debate on the democratic deficit as 
well as the legitimacy of the EU and whether such legitimacy even exists. As legitimacy is an 
obvious paradox in the EU this project will view the EU in the light of Weber’s legitimacy 
theory.  
 
In the sense of consensus of the people it is straightforward to look at the growth 
of eurosceptic parties throughout the EU in recent years. At the latest elections in member 
countries, eurosceptic parties has been growing in popularity. These parties who usually have 
a populist touch, even play a central role in governments in several member states. This seems 
to be an indication of a growing sentiment in the population of the member states against the 
EU. This project will look at a chosen group of these parties in order to analyse how they argue 
against the further integration and how the EU as an institution can meet this critique. In order 
to make it more comprehensible four political movements from across the EU with critical 
opinions towards the EU has been chosen and based on those four a discussion will be made. 
The groups are: The Danish Peoples Party (DK), The UK Independence Party (GB), and Prawo 
i Sprawiedliwosc (PL). A common trait among these eurosceptic parties is their focal point on 
the issue of national identity contra the european identity, and how they all utilise identity as 
their main argument against the EU. 
 
Especially this idea of being able to identify with an institution is seen as being 
an important factor in the legitimization of said institution. Whereas national identities are 
legitimized by some principal concepts, such as national feeling, language and national 
symbols, international institutions seems to have difficulties to get a common sense of identity 
incorporated. This project regards this as a problem in the legitimizing process of the EU as the 
institution covers several countries and different identities and does thereby not have the same 
prerequisites as a nation. The project will cover the problems that can be caused for the EU in 
the future if a common identity is not incorporated. The EU have tried with different symbols 
but it would appear that the success has yet to show itself to a full extent. 
   
Side 8 af 53 
 
This project seeks to create the basis for discussion by analysing both the above 
mentioned critical groups but also investigating what policies and initiatives has been set in 
motion by the EU in order to promote a common identity within the entire EU. This will include 
but is not limited to investigating initiatives by the Parliament in order to making the system 
more democratic and including the voting people across the continent. The transparency of the 
decision-making of the EU will also be investigated. This has lead to the following research 
question. 
1.2 Problem definition 
How does the EU focus on a common identity in order to legitimise and solidify itself as 
a political institution, in response to the past years’ rising criticism of the Union? 
 
1.3 Research Questions 
 
1. How do different theories see identity as being constructed? 
 
2. How are identities being used by different populist right wing movements and political 
institutions, to legitimise their different political interests (against the EU)? 
 
3. Which tools have been used by the EU to enhance the shared identity and why? 
 
1.3 Concept Clarification  
1.3.1 Institution 
 
In the project at hand institutions should be understood  as political entities to which 
the population of a country is asserted. These institutions include The EU as an institution and 
the different national governments. “where one of the factors determining actors is the 
existence of such rational orders (...)” (Bruun, Hans Henrik a.o. “Max Weber”, pp. 296: 2012) 
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These institutions affect how an individual act no matter whether the individual is consciously 
aware of it or not. 
1.3.2 Legitimacy 
 
Legitimacy in this project is what is given to an institution from the people it governs 
through the acceptance of said institution. In this project the understanding of legitimacy as 
Max Weber described it, will be elaborated in chapter 2.3.1 
 
1.3.3 Identity 
 
Identity in this project constitutes a sense of belonging to either the EU or the the different 
member states depending on country of origin. Anthony D. Smith’s understanding of identity will 
be utilised and a thorough description of the concept can be found in chapter  2.3.3. 
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Chapter 2: Methods 
2.1 Introduction 
 
Chapter 2 will introduce the epistemology and ontology of the project in which it will 
be described which research, which methods and which worldviews have been utilized and 
why they have been used. This is important to understand how to read theories and how to go 
about the research itself. The chapter will furthermore describe the theories of Max Weber and 
Anthony D. Smith in depth and describe why they have been chosen to support our analysis. 
At the end of the chapter the foundation for the empirical data will be described and introduced. 
2.1.1 Researchers’ Considerations 
 
In the beginning of the process of finding a subject to investigate, the only thing we were sure 
of was that the subject should concern the EU and its member states. Our first thoughts were to 
look into sovereignty to investigate whether member states increasingly lost sovereignty to the 
EU, both on a legislative as well as economic level. However through a lot of discussions we 
decided that we did not have the urges to write in the fields of economics. Therefore we had to 
look in other directions and fields within social science, and came to the conclusion that the 
debate on whether identities in Europe were changing or had to change in order to legitimise 
the institutions of EU was both contemporary and very interesting to investigate.     
 
We found, as researchers, this particular subject interesting, because of the complexity 
of the situation in Europe. Since we are all citizens of member states in the EU, our background 
for investigating identities in Europe, was interesting, because we had different opinions on 
whether an actual European identity exists, and if so, whether it in time could become more 
significant than national identities. As researchers within the field of social science, we have 
discussed and considered how these identities could be investigated, and which particular fields 
of social science we could utilise. We found political science and sociology as the main 
contributors to our investigation. Political science is mainly utilised to examine the legitimacy 
of parties and the EU institutions, while sociology is utilised to investigate the importance of 
Side 11 af 53 
 
identities. In the beginning of the project period, we had several discussions on which theories 
to employ in order to investigate this subject properly. Benedict Anderson (Imagined 
communities), Janice E. Thompson (state sovereignty), Giddens (definition of a state) and Axel 
Honneth (identity) as well. We came to the conclusion that the theories of Anthony D. Smith 
(nationalism) and Max Weber (legitimacy) would be the basis theories of our project and 
sufficient to investigate the subject. Our considerations in regards to literature was to find 
theoretical readings which would be useful to us, when describing the j 
2.1.2 Epistemology 
 
In regards to epistemology, which is the question whether true and objective 
science exists and how we perceive this, this project ascribes to a perspectivist criteria of truth. 
Meaning that it assumes that knowledge, or real truth, is a perspective of our current worldview 
(Olsen, Poul & Pedersen, Kaare: 1999) . Our personal, cultural and scientific precognition 
determines how we see and create new science. We can only subjectively interpret reality, not 
fully objectively explore it.  
2.1.3 Ontology 
 
In an ontological understanding, this projects draw on the same worldview as the 
epistemology. The world is a social construct that can be interpreted and theories is a local 
understanding of a certain element that can not always be compared through time and cultures. 
This is also evident in the research and methodology and the reason for the use of a case study 
as well. 
This is also evident in our methodological approach or our analytical strategies; abduction. In 
other words the project’s point of origin is the empirical data, from which is derived and 
interpreted an inference, this project will then go behind said phenomena itself and look at, and 
explain, the more underlying mechanisms (ibid 152). 
 
In regards to identity this project utilizes a social constructivist approach in which 
identity is a fluid size that changes over time. This means that an identity, such as being danish, 
is defined differently from generation to generation. The way a dane perceives  being danish is 
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different that how his grand parents perceived being danish.  “This [Social Constructivism] is 
the stronger thesis which advances the central claim that science is constructed by social 
actors.” (Philosophies of Social Science; Delanty, Gerard; a.o.: Oxford University Press: 2010) 
In the case of this project identity is to be seen as the science the population of a country is to 
be regarded as the social actors.  
 
Also when it comes to legitimacy the social constructivist approach is being used. 
That means that, as well as with identity, legitimacy changes both over time and changes 
depending on where one is located and who defines it. This project looks at eurosceptic parties 
who places legitimacy at their respective national governments. Over time there may be a shift 
in where legitimacy lies and it may at some point lie with the EU rather than the national 
government. 
2.1.4 Case Study 
 
To create a better overview a case study has been chosen with focus on the four different 
political parties mentioned above. This has been done due to both limited amount of pages in 
the project and the limited amount of time in which the project had to be written in. Choosing 
four different political entities from four countries allows the project to give an overview of the 
general criticism of the EU from different parts of the continent. The case study gives the 
advantage of being able to cover a large subject in a relative short period of time. On the other 
hand details, that may be considered important, is left out in order to create a project that is 
easier to grasp. In this case such details and situation like the current one in Greece is 
deliberately left out. 
 
2.1.5 Time Frame 
  
 The time frame of this project will be from 2001 until 2011 seeing that the aim of the 
project is to show the rising criticism of the EU over the last decade. The ten years has been 
chosen in order to create the basic understanding of the present day discussion. The project 
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sees the last decade as relevant and sufficient in order to describe the present day situation of 
the critique of the EU. 
2.2 Limitations 
 
 This projects recognises its limitation in regards to the choice of parties in the sense 
that they are not representative of every country in the entire EU nor are they representative to 
all eurosceptic parties. They were chosen, not in order to provide a full overview of all 
eurosceptics, but rather to show general tendencies of the voices critical towards the EU. 
Furthermore it is recognised that some political groupings are critical towards certain parts of 
the EU. These were deliberately left out seeing that the project tries to look at groups opposing 
the EU as a general institution. 
 
2.3 Theories 
 
2.3.1 Max Weber 
 
This section will explain the relevant theories of Max Weber, to get a theoretical 
understanding. It will pay special attention to Weber’s understanding of legitimacy and his 
ideal types of legitimacy described throughout his works. Furthermore this project will also 
look into how he utilises this understanding of legitimacy in the definition of a state and power. 
 
Legitimacy 
 
The definition of legitimacy is something that many theoreticians have discussed over 
the years, as many see it as crucial to the understanding of society that we know how to 
legitimise the institutions that rule us. How do the people who rule, get this authority and why 
do we as subjects accept it. 
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According to Weber authority is when the subjugated accept power influencing 
them.  Legitimacy is the believed right that a ruler (or ruling institution) has to exercise 
dominance over the subordinates (Månson, 2007:76). Meaning that the subjects themselves 
accept and sometimes even embrace being subordinate, under a given ruler. This acceptance of 
subordination, according to Weber, can be achieved in several ways, which leads to his original 
description of the four ideal types of legitimacy. (It should be mentioned that to Weber, an 
ideal type is no more than a simplification of any given data to the advantage of making it more 
comparative i.e. an analytical tool.Weber is therefore not advocating any of these said ideal 
types as being ideal in the emotive understanding of the word (ibid. 76).) 
 
The four ideal types of legitimacy are; traditional legitimacy, charismatic legitimacy, 
and value-rational legitimacy. 
 
Traditional legitimacy is legitimacy based on the fact that it has always been so. This 
goes with the view that traditions are sacred and should be preserved, and the ruler in 
accordance with tradition has the right to exercise authority. Feudalism is an example of 
traditional legitimacy. Charismatic legitimacy is legitimacy on the grounds that the ruler has 
exceptional personal qualities, that be everything from courage to wisdom to god given powers. 
The importance is not whether these qualities are valid or not, but whether they are being 
ascribed to the ruler by the subordinate. This legitimacy is evident in religious leaders. The last 
two ideal types Weber originally presents and are of main importance to this project and 
therefore also will get the most attention in this explanation are both of the rational type; they 
are the value rational legitimacy and the purposive rational legitimacy. Value rational 
legitimacy is based on the validity of an absolute value which will determine the actions that 
are carried out, whereas the purposive rational legitimacy is based on what the actors sees as 
being the easiest way to reach a certain goal. Although as described originally separated into 
these two, later in his work Weber accumulates the two latter into the legal-rational legitimacy. 
 
This form of legitimacy is in its simplest form achieved through rule of law and is of 
the same reason especially important to this project. This form of legitimacy is based on the 
office itself and not the office holder, e.g. an official of the state only possess legitimacy in 
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extent of his office, thereby legitimacy is bound to the office and institution itself, and not the 
person(ibid.). 
 
Legal rational legitimacy is the most dominant in contemporary society, as any 
bureaucratic, constitutional or democratic institution is subjacent to this form of legitimacy, 
hereby including the EU. This understanding of legitimacy is also especially relevant when 
looking at the classification of both EU’s legitimacy as well as EU as an institution itself. 
 
In his works, Weber also outlines the definition of a state. This definition is somewhat 
simple but is widely recognised as valid. Weber defines a state as an entity that within a given 
territory has a claim to the monopoly of the legitimate use of physical force (also known as the 
monopoly on violence). Meaning the state is the source of the legitimate physical force. This 
said it is not meant that only the state or the officials of the state can exercise physical force 
(ibid. 75), but simply that the state can delegate or permit such, through laws, police, military 
etcetera. Thereby the state is the only instance that can permit and legitimise the use of physical 
violence. 
 
In this project Weber’s theory of legitimacy is used to analyse and discuss the 
legitimacy of the EU-institutions and the Eurosceptic parties. This project consider the theory 
as being applicable, since the descriptions of the ways to gain legitimacy, are essential for both, 
the investigation of the EU institutions and the parties. While proving or disproving the 
legitimacy of these, the project seeks to come to a more in depth understanding of the concept 
of legitimacy and how the EU and the parties attempt to legitimise themselves. We use Weber 
in order to explain the concept of legitimacy and determine whether the legitimacy is found at 
the parliaments of the nations or at the EU. Furthermore this project will investigate what kind 
of legitimacy (traditional legitimacy, charismatic legitimacy, or value-rational legitimacy) 
these institutions possess, if any.       
 
 
2.3.2 Anthony D. Smith 
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Anthony D. Smith is one of the leading theoreticians, when dealing with nationalism 
and cultural identities. This project will use Smith’s theories on nationalism and collective 
identities, nation and ethnie, in order to investigate our research questions.    
 
There are many different ways of defining nationalism. Anthony D. Smith’s theory on 
nationalism deals with many factors, which are overlapping in order to describe nationalism. 
 
Smith argues that there are 5 important meanings, which describes nationalism, 
however not all have to be fulfilled. 
 
1.    A process of formation, or growth, of nations; 
2.    A sentiment or consciousness of belonging to the nation; 
3.    A language and symbolism of the nation; 
4.    A social and political movement on behalf of the nation; 
5.    A doctrine and/or ideology of the nation, both general and particular. 
(p. 6, Smith, 2001) 
 
National Identity: 
 
“the continuous reproduction and reinterpretation of the pattern of values, symbols, 
memories, myths and traditions that compose the distinctive heritage of nations, and the 
identifications of individuals with that pattern and heritage and with its cultural elements.”(p. 
18, Ibid) 
 
Level of identities differs from being strong to weak, depending on one’s specific 
relation. Every person will be able to identify on different levels, micro, meso and macro 
(Thomas Brante), for instance husband, Danish citizen and a citizen of the world. But which 
identity is the strongest depends on the situation that one has to relate to. However Smith argues 
that when it comes to collective identity, the collective identities where the foundation is based 
on cultural elements, such as values, symbols and traditions, is stronger than collective 
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identities based on classes and regions. (p. 19, Ibid) Furthermore he states that the second type 
of collective identity, are less stable and more easily dissolve, because of the lack of basic 
cultural elements. The collective identities are not seen as been fixed by Anthony Smith. He 
states that cultural collectives are able to change over time, however in a slower pace than 
others. 
 
“Today, we are particularly aware of how the components of national identities 
change, but this is a process that occurs in every generation, as external events and internal 
realignments of groups and power encourage new understandings of collective traditions.” 
(p.20, Ibid) 
 
Smith differs between nation and state, and claims that the differences are clear, as a 
nation is defined as “felt and lived communities whose members share a homeland and a 
culture”, (p. 12, Ibid) while the concept state relates to legislating institutional activity in a 
given territory, and with a monopoly on legislation. 
 
Even though there are similarities between Smith’s definitions of ethnie and nation, he 
emphasises the differences as being crucial of the understanding of both concepts. Both are 
defined as collective cultural identities. Ethnie is an ethnic community, which normally do not 
have any political unity, often lacks public culture and it is not a necessity to have a physical 
historic territory, as seen among a lot of peoples in the world today, for instance the Kurds. 
However it is essential for a nation to occupy a homeland for a longer period of time, in order 
to constitute itself as a nation and in order to claim nationhood, furthering to being recognised 
as a nation. In addition to this a nation must aspire to and produce its own public culture, and 
have the aspiration for sovereignty, within their homeland. Anthony D. Smith puts the two 
concepts in comparison in the following table: 
 
Ethnie Nation 
Proper name Proper name 
Common myths of ancestry, etc. Common myths 
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Shared memories Shared history 
Cultural differentia(e) Common public culture 
Link with homeland Occupation of homeland 
Some (elite) solidarity Common rights and duties 
 
Single economy 
                                                                                                                                     (p. 
13, Ibid) 
 The above table is in the analysis used to shed light on the national identity, and also 
to understand how the parties utilize the feeling of being a nation. 
With the words of Smith, a nation is “a named human community occupying a homeland, and 
having common myths and a shared history, common public culture, a single economy and 
common rights and duties for all members.” (p. 13, Ibid).  
 
Nationalism as an ideology 
 
Smith deals with nationalism as an ideology, with a few basic elements, however the 
understandings of nationalism have been widely debated and Smiths definitions needs to be 
thoroughly examined. According to Smith the basic elements of the nationalist belief-system 
deals with: 
 
1.    “ a set of basic propositions to which most nationalists adhere, and flowing from 
them; 
 
2.    some fundamental ideals which are present in every nationalism, albeit in various 
degrees; and 
 
3.    a range of cognate concepts that give more concrete meaning to the core abstractions 
of nationalism.”                                                                         (p. 22, Ibid) 
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Furthermore Smith states, that the basic propositions of nationalism and what he calls 
“the core doctrine” are: 
 
1.       the world is divided into nations, each with its own character, history and destiny; 
2.       the nation is the sole source of political power; 
3.       loyalty to the nation overrides all other loyalties; 
4.       to be free, every nation requires full self-expression and autonomy; 
5.       global peace and justice require a world of autonomous nations. 
(p. 22, Ibid) 
 
Nationalists ideology is seen as a restricted ideology, because of the narrow range of 
political concepts. Smith uses a quote from Michael Freeden, to explain these restrictions: 
 
“… at best, nationalism is a ‘thin-centred’ ideology, with a restricted core attached to 
a narrow range of political concepts. This is because ‘it arbitrarily servers itself from wider 
ideational contexts, by the deliberate removal and replacement of concepts’, and therefore 
cannot ‘offer complex ranges of argument, because many chains of ideas one would normally 
expect to find stretching from the general and abstract to the concrete and practical, from core 
to the periphery, as well as in the reverse direction, are simply absent’.” 
     (p. 23, Ibid) 
 
Smith states that these restrictions complicate the structure of nationalism, when it 
comes to “major social and political issues as social justice, the distribution of resources or 
conflict-management”, and therefore merely makes nationalism a partial ideology, which 
concerns itself with very little actual usefulness, unless there is an actual external or internal 
threat, disputes in regards to territory and so forth. Nationalism therefore often relies on more 
popular ideologies, such as liberalism and socialism, in order to deal with concerns, which are 
not in the “doctrine”. In other words the mainstream ideologies ‘fulfil’ nationalism, and 
nationalism by itself stands weak. 
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This project seek to employ Anthony D. Smith’s theory on identity, more specific, 
national identity and collective identities, in order to investigate, how the concerning parties 
make use of identity, to legitimise their existence. The parties emphasise national traditions and 
values, which manifests itself in their party programme. It is essential to into academic depth 
with this on-going identity debate, in order to uncover the reasons why these parties receiver 
more and more support from the civil society. The assumption is that the EU nationals consider 
themselves as being a part of a nation rather than being a part of the EU, and therefore identify 
more with the nation and to a lesser extent the EU. To substantiate this statement, this project 
will seek to investigate the urge of the political parties to undermine an EU citizenship and the 
collective identity of EU, and also how the parties notice national identity, as being for the best 
for the nation, with emphasis on language, traditions and values. To sum up, Anthony D. 
Smith’s theory is used to provide a theoretical foundation for the national ideals, which are 
used by the parties, and also to investigate the use of national identities and collective identities, 
which are used in the parties’ statements. Furthermore it will be examined, which kind of 
identity, both the parties and the EU, try to ‘enforce’ with the average citizen.     
 
2.4 Empirical Data 
 
In regards to empirical data the project utilizes documentary techniques in order to 
gather data on the different political parties and the EU itself. (Poul Bitsch a.o: Problem-
Oriented Project Work: 2008) In this project this means that documents and statements from 
the EU and the political parties has been analyzed in order to determine their effect on the 
subject of identity. The empirical data in this project has been gathered through investigating 
statistics, reading public declarations from the parties and investigating decrees from the EU. 
The statistics will be based on numbers gathered from sources such as Europol and are numbers 
that will show the support, for instance, the number of supporters for the individual political 
parties. In order to limit the amount of empirical data to be collected this project will use a case 
study to simplify the process. 
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2.4.1 Political Parties 
 
 In this project the eurosceptic parties are relevant because their definition of identity 
are very relevant in present day discussions. Their definition and use of identity is very 
dominant in their respective countries and does therefore highly influence where legitimacy is 
placed in these countries. Their definition remove legitimacy from the EU to the national 
governments which is in fact the debate that this project takes up. 
 
2.4.2 Eurobarometer 
 
 The Eurobarometer is taken up in this project as it indicates that the legislative 
institutions in the EU has some incentive to ask the population directly for opinions. The 
Eurobarometer has provided results as to whether the population in a country relates more to a 
their given national parliament or to the European legislators. This is relevant to discuss as it 
can help to understand whether or not the EU has had the knowledge and capability to do more 
about the legitimacy problem. These results will also be discussed and used in the final 
conclusion of this project. 
 
2.4.3 European Citizens Initiative  
 
 The European Citizens’ Initiative can be seen as an attempt from the EU to both 
improve democracy in the union by letting the citizens suggest law changes and to through 
democracy promote legitimacy of the EU. The initiative is therefore very relevant to discuss as 
it represents the EU’s attempt to legitimise themselves. In this project the initiative will be 
described in detail so that it can be discussed in the respective chapter. The initiative will 
represent the Eu’s attempt to gain legitimacy. 
 
2.4.4 Choice of literature 
 
 The main sources of literature in this project are the European Citizens’ Initiative and 
the party programs of the three different parties. The European Citizens’ Initiative was chosen 
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in order to find the original and unprocessed data for the chapter on the EU and to create the 
discussion on the basis of the original text. The original text will be handed in with this project 
as an appendix. This is done order to make it easier for the reader to access the material and by 
that getting a better understanding of the discussion. Only the relevant passages of the party 
programs are used and referenced to in this project. The most important parts of the party 
programs will be brought up and discussed in detail and the discussion will be based on the 
passages mentioned in the relevant chapters. 
 
2.5 Sub Conclusion 
 
To sum it up, this project will utilize the theoretical framework of respectively 
Weber to understand political institutions like the EU and how the relation is between such 
institutions and legitimacy i.e. how it is obtained or created, and  furthermore Anthony D 
Smith’s concept of national identity, nationalism and ethnie to answering our problem 
definition and work with our empirical data. Said data will be gathered through a case study to 
limit the amount of data to a realistic workload within the restricted time-period of this project. 
This presents some limits and broader generalisations will have to be made, although given the 
broad spectrum of parties it is believed to be as representative as possible for a project of this 
size. 
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Chapter 3: The Eurosceptic Parties 
3.1 Introduction 
 
The following chapter will describe the three chosen parties, Law and Order (Poland), 
The Danish People’s party (Denmark) and The UK Independence Party (The United Kingdom). 
Programme statements as well as their general popular support will be described. The chapter 
will look at the public statements of eurosceptic parties and look for reference to national 
identity and the nationalistic legitimacy in order to find what what do they want and what they 
don’t like about EU, In order to establish if the EU can react upon it. The eurosceptic parties in 
this project is defined as populistic parties where nationalism and euro-scepticism is one of the 
primary attitudes. The parties have seen an increase in support over the last years.  
 
Nationalism is an inherent element of modern conservatism. It is understood in this 
context as an expression of natural human tendency to stay with people which are alike in order 
to keep the sense of belonging, meaning and security. In a political sense this results in a need 
for social cohesion and  can also express the need to control or reverse immigration as well as 
need to assimilate the immigrants. (A. Heywood. Politics, 3rd edition, Palgrave Foundation) 
The sense of belonging within nationalism leads to Euroscepticism which is present with the 
three parties of analysis. 
 
 The three parties have been chosen in order to show the general trends of 
Euroscepticism from different countries in different situations. A party from Poland was chosen 
in order to analyze and discuss the situation as perceived by a population in one of the newer 
members of the EU. The Party from Denmark was chosen to show the presence of 
euroscepticism in the smaller member states. Finally the party from the United Kingdom was 
chosen in order to exemplify euroscepticism in one of the larger and more influential countries 
in the EU. 
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3.2.1: Law and Justice (PiS) 
 
PiS 2001 2005 2007 2011 
Votes 1.236.787 3.185.714 5.183.477 4.295.016 
% of total 11.0 24.1 32.1 29.9 
Seats 44 133 166 157 
 
Source: http://www.electionresources.org/ 
 
Law and Justice was in 2011 the second largest political party in Poland as can be seen 
in the above schedule. This underlines the tendency of popular support towards a party that 
promotes itself on being skeptical towards the EU. From the schedule it can be seen that 29.9% 
of the population supports the party which is an indicator that shows that a relative large part 
of the population in Poland supports the opinion. To put the present situation into perspective 
it is relevant to look at the same statics from the 2001 elections, in the above graph. 
 
                  A thorough like through the numbers shows that the support for “Law and 
Justice” has risen dramatically over the last decade. Going from having the support of 11% to 
29,9% of the voting population indicates that the general polish opinion on the EU has not 
improved but rather decreased. This can be caused by many different factors including but not 
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limited to the economic crisis that started in 2008. These reasons will be discussed in depth in 
chapter six. 
 
                  ”(...) Law and Order sustains its support of the idea of the Union as an 
association of independent states, and strongly opposes the federalist tendency. Definitely we 
will aim at changing the Constitution of Poland, so it will unambiguously define its 
[constitution’s] superiority relative to all regulations in our country, hence including the 
primary and derived European law. The changes will also allow for effective control of 
accordance of the European laws used in Poland with the Polish constitution. We will definitely 
oppose decisions which will deepen our dependence on EU regulation in the fields which 
weren’t regulated by them so far. It applies to the economic sphere (e.g. Euro Plus pact) as 
well as the sphere of culture and morality. (...)” (Party Program, Law and Order: 2009). 
Though not against the basic principles of the EU, Law and Order clearly opposes further 
integration of the European cooperation. The party clearly states that as long as a membership 
is beneficial for the country and does not supersede independent polish law the party will not 
reject the EU. The party opposes any laws that increase dependence of the EU which underlines 
the party’s claim of independence. 
 
                  “(...) It does not mean that, Poland should permanently agree with the 
actual consequences of the Treaty of Lisbon, particularly its deepening of the situation in which 
decisions are made by, de facto, 3 or 4 European states, and procedure of their approval by 
the remaining states is a pure formality. (...)” (Law and Order: 2009) The main concern of the 
party lies with the Treaty of Lisbon in the sense that it in their words removes decision making 
from the national Polish parliament towards 3 or 4 other member states in the EU. This violates 
the principle of an European cooperation were Poland are in absolute charge of their own 
decision-making. 
art. 4 Goals 
 
1. Strengthening independent existence of Poland and the international position of our land 
2. Strengthening power and security of Polish state, particularly its ability for undertaking great 
investment and social enterprises, in the interest of the Citizens and the Nation 
3. Strengthening democracy, rule of law and freedoms of citizens 
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4. Promotion of patriotic attitudes and strengthening social and national solidarity of Poles 
5. Strengthening of the role of family as the basic social unit, and support of it by friendly state 
policies 
6. quick economic development of Poland and actions which will allow for greater participation 
of citizens in its fruits, especially reduction and elimination of differences between cities and 
rural areas, and between different regions of Poland 
7. Development of culture, science and general access to education of all levels 
8. Abolition of all barriers constraining the possibilities of social mobility and versatile 
professional, cultural and scientific activity of Poles. 
The above points were taken from the statute of the party Law and Order (2009) 
 
The above eight points illustrates that Poland as a country has a very central placement 
within the general political program of the party. This is contrary to focusing on cooperation 
with other member states in which the other part gains more that Poland itself. The eight points 
point out that the development of Poland comes prior to the development of the European 
region in general. Though naturally it is in the program recognized that a politically stable 
European region in economic growth is an advantages to Poland. The main point of the 
program is the focus on the idea that Poland itself should be in charge of its own political 
stability and economic growth. 
3.2.2 The Danish People’s Party 
 
                  ”We are opposed to the introduction of an European political union” 
(Party Program, The Danish People’s Party: 2012) The Danish People’s Party (DF) was 
founded in 1995 as a minor political party and has since then grown to be the third biggest 
political party in Denmark. (http://www.electionresources.org/: 2012) Some of their main 
issues of concern include the strengthening of control in regards to immigration and a general 
opposition towards the EU.  The party states that the EU should only be an economic trade 
organization without any political interference on other matters such as environment. The party 
sets up three point which they believe the EU should include: 
 Tasks, that large majorities in the member states wish to solve through the EU 
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 Tasks that by a transnational character demands cooperation 
 Tasks in which there is a clear cut advantage of cooperation 
(Source: DF Party Program: 2012) 
 
                  Both the statement that says that the EU should be strictly economic and 
the three above mentioned points indicate an opposition towards the EU.  This is further backed 
up by statements in which they state that cultural identity is very important for the expansion 
legislation in the EU. “We are opposed to adopting countries from outside the western cultural 
boundary.” (DF Party Program: 2012) This statement is followed by a description that states 
that a country can only be governed by culturally equal minded politicians. By this it is meant 
that a central European government based in Brussels does not have the necessary cultural 
understanding to govern the Danish people. This would be further problematized if a European 
expansion outside the western cultural boundaries were to take place. 
 
                  “The Danish People’s Party is against making all people similar by law, 
dismiss cultural and religious contradictions or create a large amount of new Europeans. It 
may sound promising, but it is not a development, that can be implemented without force.” (DF 
Party Program: 2012) The general party programme of DF is characterized by a negative 
attitude towards the EU as exemplified in the above statement. Rather than focusing on sharing 
an identity with the Czechs, or any other national identity, seems to be out of focus. Their focus 
lies in the perception that Denmark is for people who belong to or support the Danish national 
Identity. 
 
This opinion has a relatively large support among the Danish people which can be seen in the 
following table: 
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DF  2001 2005 2007 2011 
Votes 413.987 444.947 479.532 436.726 
% of total 12,0 13,3 13,9 12,3 
Seats 18 19 20 17 
 
List of results of the 2011 election in Denmark (Source: http://www.electionresources.org/) 
 
From the above schedule it can be seen that the Danish Peoples Party gained 12.3 
% of the total votes making them the third biggest political party in Denmark. In order to put a 
broader perspective on these numbers it is relevant to compare these election results with the 
results of 2001. The graph indicate that the Danish People’s Party have had a steady support of 
around 12% of the Danish Population over the last decade and by that being the third largest 
political party in Denmark. This shows that there is a relatively large support towards the idea 
of decreasing the influence of the EU. 
3.2.3 The UK Independence Party 
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The UKIP is currently the 3rd largest political party in the United Kingdom and in the 
latest election for the European Parliament (2009), they came in second just under Labour (their 
website link in the end of the document). 
 
The UKIP was founded in 1993 with the explicit goal of United Kingdom’s withdrawal 
from the EU. This they state, is not out of any particular opposition against Europe or foreigners 
but because of the elitist aspect of the EU which they describe as being “ (...) undemocratic, 
expensive, bossy – and we still haven’t been asked whether we want to be in it [The EU]” (The 
UKIP, Party Program: 2012) 
 
UKIP is a liberal party with key political  issues besides the abolition of the EU being 
the individual’s freedom and as little redistribution in society as possible, furthermore they 
have a very strong nationalistic tendency in their issues. Although not mentioned explicitly as 
a political issue in itself on the manifesto, immigration, asylum seekers and citizenship is often 
mentioned in several of the other issues as being either an effect or a cause. A consistent mantra 
for UKIP is: “We believe that the government of Britain should be for the people, by the people 
– all the people, regardless or their creed or colour – of Britain.” (ibid.) Which can be 
interpreted as both being immigration friendly and anti-immigration at the same time. Although 
a thorough research on their public statements, materials and general agenda quickly reveals 
that being a true citizen of the UK is not that encompassing as first seen, and also that this 
citizenship should be much harder to obtain. As an example one of their running electoral 
pledges are the proposal that there should be at least a 5-year freeze in permanent integration 
(which is only possible by leaving the EU) (The UKIP Political Program: 2012). They also 
describe in their policies how multiculturalism has split society and that the traditional values 
are endangered. A clear sign that both immigration and multiculturalism is not a positive thing 
in any way. This is also something they argue is caused or at least worsened through the EU, 
with open borders, free movement and asylum seeker quotes. 
 
All this adds up to the definition of the UKIP as a right-wing populist party with a focal 
point on immigration and nationalism. For further explanatory reasons and to give an idea of 
the goals of the UKIP and their policies a part of their party constitution has been included, 
more specific the part describing their goals. 
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Constitution of the UK Independence Party 
 
Objectives: 
 
The Party believes that the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
(hereinafter “The United Kingdom”) should only be governed by her own citizens and that its 
governance shall at all times be conducted first and foremost in the interests of the United 
Kingdom and its peoples and that the only laws that should apply within the jurisdiction of the 
United Kingdom are those wholly made by the Parliament of the United Kingdom. To that end 
it shall be the policy of the Party that the United Kingdom shall cease to be a member of the 
European Union and shall not thereafter make any Treaty or join any international organisation 
which involves in any way the surrender of any part of the United Kingdom’s sovereignty. The 
Party further believes that the integrity of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland (hereinafter “The United Kingdom”) should be maintained. 
 
In pursuit of these objectives the Party will at all times adhere to the principle of full 
equality before the law. The Party shall conduct itself and its affairs in such a way that it does 
not discriminate against or in favour of any person on the grounds of their race, religion, ethnic 
origin, education, beliefs, sexual orientation, class, social status, sectarianism or any other basis 
prescribed by law. Further the Party shall at all times adhere to the principles of the rule of law, 
liberty, democracy and respect for the human rights and the essential, traditional freedoms of 
the people of the United Kingdom and those under the protection of the United Kingdom. 
 
The Party is a democratic, libertarian Party and will espouse policies which: 
 
• promote and encourage those who aspire to improve their personal situation and those 
who seek to be self-reliant, whilst providing protection for those genuinely in need; 
• favour the ability of individuals to make decisions in respect of themselves; 
• seek to diminish the role of the State; 
• lower the burden of taxation on individuals and businesses; 
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• ensure proper control over the United Kingdom’s borders; 
• strengthen and guarantee the essential, traditional freedoms and liberties of all people 
in the United Kingdom. 
 
Over the years the UKIP has garnered a lot of political power and attention. As evident 
in the table, they have grown quite a lot in 13 years. From a dismissal party without any real 
power to a party that holds true power. 
 
 1997 2001 2005 2007 
Votes 105.722  390.563   605.973  919.471 
% of total 0.3 1.5 2.2 3.1 
Seats 0 0 0 0 
 
3.3 Sub Conclusion  
 
 This chapter covered the three political parties of the Polish “Law and Justice”, the 
Danish “The Danish People’s Party” and the British “ United Kingdom Independence Party”. 
Each party’s party program concerning the EU was described as to show their opinion on the 
matter. This was followed by statistics that showed that the parties had a somewhat large 
support relative to the size of their respective country.   
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Chapter 4: The European Union 
 
Which tools has been used to enhance European identity and why?  
 
This chapter will describe initiatives from the EU which are meant to 
improve upon the common identity across the entire union. The purpose of this chapter 
is not a discussion but more as a description leading up to the discussion in the final 
chapter. The chapter will start off with a brief description of general initiatives in order 
to provide a general idea of the situation. An elaboration of the Euro barometer 
including statistics regarding the effect of said initiatives will follow. The chapter will 
then describe the citizens’ initiative and try to develop upon its proven effects. The 
chapter will end with a resume that will briefly sum the entire chapter up. 
4.1 Introduction 
 
The EU has an interest in boosting this identity as it arguably will strengthen the 
feeling of unity across the continent. This chapter will discuss the tools used by the EU 
to increase its legitimacy by creating a common identity. The use of symbolism has 
been a very strong tool in order to create a sense of unity. ‘nothing could be more true 
of Europe, which has constantly, at different times, in different ways, and in relation to 
different ‘‘others’’, tried to establish what it was – its identity – by symbolically marking 
its difference from ‘them’’(Manners, Ian: 2011) This is for instance seen in such things 
as the European anthem, Beethoven’s 9th symphony, and the flag with its 12 stars on 
a blue background. But also cultural events have been promoted, these include but 
are not limited to the Eurovision song contest and in various sports competitions like 
the UEFA football organization. Initiatives have also been made to make the EU more 
transparent and to reach out to the common European. Different campaigns informing 
about the EU has been launched, an example of this is the European house on 
Gothersgade in central Copenhagen. Furthermore the European parliament, the only 
institution elected by direct referendum has gained more power over the years. 
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“In other words, although European citizenship is non-national in character and 
Community law has supremacy over national law, preexisting patterns of citizenship 
rights determine the experience of European citizenship.”(Rumford, Chris: 2002) One 
of the predominant problems of the EU is as mentioned reaching out to the citizens 
which is as the above quote mentions the different patterns in citizenship. Even though 
there exist a common European citizenship it is perceived differently according to what 
part of the continent one is in. Different areas consists of different perceptions of what 
constitute citizen’s rights and obligations. One example of this could be rights to 
retirement which differs in different parts of the EU (Rumford, Chris: 2012). In Denmark 
the retirement is 62 while it in the UK is 65 (Meagan, Rees: 2012). There are several 
minor differences that altogether contributes to  how one perceives national culture 
and identities. These minor differences are usually what Euro-sceptics focus on when 
criticising the EU. In order to strengthen the European citizenship a number of actions 
has been taken by the EU. 
 
In 2004-05, with the constitution of Europe, the EU tried to implement initiatives 
in order to further create symbols of a European identity (Manners, Ian:2011).  Though 
the constitution itself was rejected by referendums in France and The Netherlands 
parts of it were implement later through agreements and change in other treaties. ‘The 
new treaty will not include state-like nomenclature or symbols, (...). Many of  our 
partners feel these stand for a European superstate. I do not share this concern but I 
must respect it’(Merkel, Angela: 2011). This comment from Angela Merkel clearly 
indicates that there is a lack of transparency and a lack of willingness to create the 
‘European Super state’. This lack of willingness comes through the fact that citizens 
does not identify themselves with the EU and results in referendums like those of the 
Netherlands and France. Some of the parts that was later included was the possibility 
for citizens to propose changes to the law of the EU as long as they had the sufficient 
support for it. This support means that a proposition should at least be backed up by 1 
million signatures from different member states (Appendix A). Though this attempt to 
include both citizens and as many member states as possible this highlights a major 
problem the EU has had with transparency. 
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4.2 The Lisbon Treaty 
 
     The Lisbon Treaty created changes in the way the EU is governed in a number of 
ways that has created a stir among critics of the EU. (Lisbon Treaty: 2009) Among the essential 
points of the treaty is the attempt to create common ground among member states towards 
foreign affairs which has met critique from parties such as the Polish Law and Justice (Law 
and justice Party Program: 2009)  Especially article 27 in the treaty has caused some debate: 
 
1.       The High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy, who shall 
chair the Foreign Affairs Council, shall contribute through his proposals towards the 
preparation of the common foreign and security policy and shall ensure implementation of the 
decisions adopted by the European Council and the Council. 
 
2.      The High Representative shall represent the Union for matters relating to the common foreign 
and security policy. He shall conduct political dialogue with third parties on the Union's behalf 
and shall express the Union's position in international organisations and at international 
conferences. 
 
3.      In fulfilling his mandate, the High Representative shall be assisted by a European External 
Action Service. This service shall work in cooperation with the diplomatic services of the 
Member States and shall comprise officials from relevant departments of the General 
Secretariat of the Council and of the Commission as well as staff seconded from national 
diplomatic services of the Member States. The organisation and functioning of the European 
External Action Service shall be established by a decision of the Council. The Council shall act 
on a proposal from the High Representative after consulting the European Parliament and after 
obtaining the consent of the Commission. 
(The Lisbon treaty article 27: 2009) 
 
The treaty was originally drafted in 2005 but was rejected by referendums in both France and 
the Netherlands. This meant that the treaty was changed into a constitutional referendum in 
2007 and finally voted through to take effect by December 2009. 
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4.3.1 The Euro Barometer 
The commission performs annual opinion polls in order to keep track of the citizen's 
opinion on different matters (European Commission: http://ec.europa.eu :2012). Generally the 
Euro barometer gathers statistics on a wide range of subjects. This includes data on whether 
citizens from different regions prefer a national identity or a common European identity. 
4.3.2 Relevant Data 
 
In order to simplify for this project some of the numbers have been put into the 
following schematics: 
 
Identify with/Country The EU Nation Only 
Denmark 23% 48% 
The Netherlands 36% 55% 
The UK 27% 50% 
 
 
 
Year: 2000 Source: ”Transnational Identities”, Hermann, Risse and Brewer, Rowman & 
Littlefield Publishers, 2004 Pp. 179 
 
 
Identify 
with/Country The EU 
Nation 
Only 
Don’t 
Know 
Denmark 55,40% 38,60% 6% 
The Netherlands 49,70% 46% 4,30% 
The UK 23,30% 64,75% 11,95% 
 
 
 
Year: 2012 Source: Eurobarometer, The European Commission, 2012 
 
The above schematics provide a brief overview of how the EU is perceived in 
Denmark, The Netherlands and The UK. From these numbers it is relevant to note that within 
both Denmark and The Netherlands there appears to be a rising trend of support towards the 
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EU whereas The UK seems to go the other way. Schematics like these can be used in a number 
of different ways. 
4.4 The Citizens Initiative 
 
“The European citizens' initiative allows one million EU citizens to participate directly in the 
development of EU policies, by calling on the European Commission to make a legislative 
proposal.” (The European Commission’s Webpage: 2012) 
4.3.1 Introduction to the Initiative 
 
The EU Citizens Initiative was set out as a regulation in February 2011 by the 
European commission and the European Parliament. The purpose of the initiative was to create 
an option for citizens in different member states to propose changes to laws in the parliament 
and the commission. In order to do so a group of citizens is required to form a Citizens 
Committee consisting of at least 7 individual from 7 different member states, one from each 
member state. In order to be taken up for debate in the commission the proposed law will then 
require 1 million votes from citizens of different member states. (Guidelines from the European 
commission: 2012) 
 
In general citizens above the voting age in their respective country of origin are 
allowed to participate and create initiatives. In order to give ones support to an initiative the 
organizers must provide a form to be filled out by the participant. Organizations cannot 
organize a Citizen’s initiative unless full transparency is provided by the organization  
The Citizens’ Initiative as a Symbol 
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    With the initiative comes a lot of 
symbolism in itself which can be seen clearly in this 
picture.   (“Guide to the European Citizens’ Initiative”, 
Maroš Šefčovič, a.o.: November 2011) The Guide to 
the European Citizens’ Initiative (hereby referred to as 
“the Guide”) starts out with the picture showing three 
persons with their arms in the air jumping into the 
European circle of stars. That combined with an 
introduction by and picture of a smiling vice president 
of the European Commission seems to be intended as 
an attempt to make the guide more relevant for the 
common citizen of the EU. This is further backed up by the fact that the guide has been 
translated into every language spoken in the EU. This in general means that there has been an 
attempt to include citizens from all member states. 
“Check that the organisers’ online collection system has been certified by a 
competent national authority” (Maroš Šefčovič, a.o.: November 2011). The statement is in the 
guide clearly marked an suggests the attempt to reach all nationalities through the national 
authority. This inclusion of a national government can be seen as an attempt to transfer trust 
and thereby legitimacy from the local government to the European government.  
4.5 Sub Conclusion 
 This chapter has covered an introduction to the EU in which the general symbolism of 
the EU, and the importance of it, is used in an attempt to create a common identity. The chapter 
then goes on to conclude that the Euro barometer is an institution used to gather statistics on 
public opinion about different subjects throughout the EU. Some of these statistics, those 
regarding the sense of belonging towards the EU, is introduced and briefly described. The 
chapter finishes of by describing the European Citizens’ Initiative, highlighting the purpose and 
the presentation of said initiative.   
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Chapter 5: Discussion 
5.1 Introduction 
 
This chapter will engage in a discussion of identity and legitimacy in the EU based on the 
theories of Max Weber and Anthony D. Smith. Based on the data gathered, including the party 
programs, the statements and the data gathered on EU, a discussion will be made. This 
discussion will try to define whether or not the EU can be classified as a legitimate source of 
power.  
5.2.1 Discussion of Law and Order (PiS) 
 
                 In Poland, as with many other western countries, the value rational legitimacy is 
predominant in order to ascribe legitimacy to rulers. Within the value rational legitimacy exists 
the purposive rational legitimacy which is based on what the actors (read: the polish people) 
see as the easiest way to reach a certain goal. One could arguably say that the legitimacy of the 
EU is also based on this purposive rational legitimacy. The important thing to notice here is 
that the party, Law and Order, sees an independent Poland taking independent actions as the 
easiest way to achieve the necessary goals of the nation. 
                   
                  This notion of supporting an independent Polish state can be related to Anthony D. 
Smith’s idea that one identifies more with a situation that one can relate to. (See chapter 2.3.2) 
In that sense many Polish citizens relate more to being Polish citizens rather than European 
citizens due to the fact that they a surrounded with the polish culture and everyday life. The 
culture of the other hand is far away from the average Pole and the legislation of the EU itself 
is equally far away. This results in a removal of the EU from the everyday life of the regular 
Pole which in turn results in a lack of interest from the common man. 
 
                 This tendency of observing the everyday culture and tradition that surrounds an 
individual rather than focusing on cultures that lie several hundred kilometers away and a 
legislative power that is not as geographically and culturally close to the individual as the 
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national parliament have led to ideas and statements such as: “Definitely we will aim at 
changing the Constitution of Poland, so it will unambiguously define its [The constitution’s] 
superiority relative to all regulations in our country.” (Party Program, Law and Order: 2009) 
This quote, among others, indicates an underlining of upheaving of the national Polish identity 
rather than the common European. The polish identity does in this case not relate emotionally 
to the rest of Europe, nor to the European legislation, which means that it is not prioritized as 
high as national Polish law.   
 
                Though the Polish party is against full integration of a European federal state it is not 
against basic European cooperation. This can be explained in the sense that the average pole 
does not feel intimidated by a European law that is not culturally linked to him, but rather 
receives the benefit of a joint cooperation. This can be interpreted from the statement 4 in the 
goals of the party. (See chapter 3.2.1) 
 
4. Promotion of patriotic attitudes and strengthening social and national solidarity of Poles 
 
With this statement it is explicitly said that a focus on national identity rather than the 
common European identity is one of the main priorities of Law and Order. This focus on the 
national identity indicates, according to Anthony D. Smith, that the party is focusing on the 
micro and meso levels of identity. This means that the party focuses largely on the identity of 
the individual pole and on the polish society and the individual’s role in that society. 
                   
               When analyzing the numbers provided in chapter 3.2.1 it is seen that Law and Justice 
had the support of 11% of the voters in 2001 and 29.9 % of the votes in 2011. This is a large 
jump percentagewise and is by that jump including almost a third of the population. It is from 
these numbers fair to assume that a big part of the polish population supports the idea of a 
Poland that is independent from a European federation yet still a part of the trade cooperation. 
This indicates that it is not only the party itself that are focusing on the national identity but in 
fact also a remarkable part of the population. Comparing the two graphs, from 2001 and 20011 
respectively, shows a clear rise in the support to Law and Justice. On a side note it can be seen 
that the party “Poland Comes First” (PJN) an anti-European party has risen from no or almost 
no percentage of the votes in 2001 to 2.2% of the votes in 2011. This will not be discussed in 
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depth but it shows that the trend of a largely negative attitude towards the EU has grown in 
Poland over the past decade. 
 
                 “We will definitely oppose decisions which will deepen our dependence on EU 
regulation (…) It applies to the economic sphere (e.g. Euro Plus Pact) as well as the sphere of 
culture and morality” (Party Program, Law and Order: 2009) The quote includes economic 
aspects into the debate of a Poland independent of a large interference from the EU. This falls 
I line with the idea of the party thinking on Anthony D. Smith’s meso level and concerning 
themselves primarily with the prosperity of the polish people. Especially with the financial 
crisis of 2008 the party and the voters might not have so much incentive to help cultures that 
they themselves do not relate to. To the average voter it would make more sense to secure the 
jobs and fiscal stability of himself and the culture that surrounds him. If giving up money in 
order to save a country like Greece, which in the view of the voter is not culturally similar to 
Poland, means that he loses his own stability he is less likely to do so. In this case the lack of 
cultural likeness stands in the way of financially helping Greece out. Anthony D. Smith defines 
the nation as “felt and lived communities whose members share a homeland and culture” 
(Smith, Anthony D. : 2001) This indicates that the feeling for the community one lives in 
overpasses the logic that might exist in bailing out Greece in order to create a stable European 
region that in the long run may or may not be helpful to Poland. 
 
                 From the above it is possible to state that for a relatively large part of the polish 
population the governing legitimacy lies with the national polish government rather than with 
EU institutions such as the European parliament or the European council. This is based on the 
feeling that the polish government has a better chance of reaching the goals that are good for 
Poland. Where the European legislators have to meet the needs of all member states the Polish 
government only need to focus on the needs of Poland which can seem appealing to the average 
polish population. 
5.2.2 The Danish People’s Party (DF) 
 
Side 41 af 53 
 
The DPP is like its peers the UKIP and PiS set in a western society highly marked 
by liberalism. As a political party they mainly work value-rational, purposive-rational, and 
legal-rational legitimacy.  
From the accumulated data from and on DF it seems to be evident that legitimacy 
is not their main focal points, as it is not mentioned nor hinted at in their party program. On the 
other hand, not later than the 3rd line reads “In the Danish People's Party we are proud of 
Denmark; we love our country and we feel a historic obligation to protect our country, its 
people and the Danish cultural heritage.”  (DF homepage: http://www.danskfolkeparti.eu/: 
18/12/12) Clearly stating that national identity on the other hand, is the main focus.  
As the DF is in itself a nationalistic party, it was not founded to explicitly leave 
the EU as much as it was founded to secure the national identity and a mono-cultural Denmark. 
All in all their general standpoint towards the EU derives strongly from their opposition to the 
open borders and what they see as the loss of Danish cultural heritage. Their continuous 
mentioning of culture, heritage and the like. If we take A. D. Smith’s account of national 
identity and what a nation consists of into account (see table chapter 2.3.2), it is shown how 
DF specifically defines every part of the aspects in their political program. They mention 
common myths and shared history of the Danish people, while on the other hand pointing out 
how this is missing on the European level, especially pointing out0 how the newly joined states 
of Eastern Europe share almost nothing culturally with the Danes.  DF is more than happy to 
point out the rest of the definitions i.e. common public culture, occupation of homeland, 
common rights and duties as well as the single economy, which Denmark shares and the rest of 
the EU lack or miss. All this, is according to A. D. Smith the very definition of a nation-state, 
which means that DF very clearly draws the line and enforces the national identity when it 
comes to the EU politics.  
As argued above in regards to the EU what plays a key role for the DF seems in 
many ways to only be the national identity and the maintenance of so. In their general European 
party program, which includes all the political aspects of DPP regarding the EU, only once do 
they mention anything regarding distinct legitimacy, although never using the word itself, when 
they comment that the EU is ruling from top to bottom instead of democratically from bottom 
to top and mentioning that the Danish constitution should be the legislative base and that 
nothing should be able to amend it, but the Danish people (contrary to the EU). (DF Party 
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Program: http://www.danskfolkeparti.eu/ : 18/12/18) On the other hand if one goes deeper in 
their national party program it is here that they lash out at the EU for being illegitimate, working 
against both prosperity and democracy in the EU countries as well as not allowing 
representation, as it is a political elite trying to enforce its corruption and nepotism on the 
citizens of the member states.  
The question about legitimacy in regards to DF is of interest when seen in the 
light of Weber’s ideal types of legitimacy. In the same section they argue about the Danish 
constitution as the legal framework they at the same time put the monarchy on the same level 
as said constitution. This seems to be completely irrelevant and counterintuitive for a political 
party in a liberal western society who would usually try to obtain legal-rational legitimacy, to 
legitimize its use of power.  It can be argued that in fact the DF is reaching for traditional-
legitimacy instead. Traditions are obviously sacred, which is one of the main components of 
traditional-legitimacy. The party itself as a fairly new political party and as politics are new in 
general, gains legitimacy not by in itself being a tradition but by advocating and upholding the 
traditions of the Danish society. In this way they project the traditions, culture, and history and 
so on of the Danish people in front of themselves and mirrors their legitimacy. 
The value of traditions could also shows why their main focus is on the national 
identity aspect, in regards to the EU more than it is on the more or less obvious legal-rational 
legitimacy aspect. In fact they are advocating the legitimacy aspect of the EU just as strongly 
as most other EU-skeptical parties, their difference being that the DF enforces itself mainly on 
traditional-legitimacy which extends to their attack on the EU as being attacks on the same 
legitimacy. 
5.2.3 Discussion of the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP) 
 
UKIP as a political party is interesting to discuss, both in relations to the legitimacy of 
EU utilizing the theories by Weber, but also in when it comes to national identity as understood 
by Smith. This section will discuss these concepts in relation to UKIP. Firstly it will look at the 
legitimacy issue. 
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England as with the rest of Europe is a society saturated predominantly by legal-rational 
identity. The citizens of the United Kingdom have through many years of increasing liberalism 
all been adjusted to the common value of democracy, like most western states, and at the same 
time the notion that the citizens wants growth, better living standard and more wealth; the goal 
of prosperity. As this is a fairly well known fact and indeed shared with any democratic and 
liberal nation-state it can easily be argued that this opens up for value-rational (democracy) and 
purposive-rational (prosperity) legitimacy as being dominant in British society and thereby also 
being the dominant legitimacy for the British government and in continuation hereof the British 
parties also including UKIP. As Weber himself accumulates the two into the legal-rational 
legitimacy, this accumulated concept will also sometimes be mentioned further in this section. 
 
In many ways the UKIP, like most political parties, draws on the value of growth, 
wealth, prosperity and so on in their political programmes as well as their statements. Even 
though this might simply be because of the fact that they truly want the best for society, it can 
also be argued that this is solely to gain legitimate power. As mentioned by adhering to the 
common values and even expressing them as being not only values the party is ready to fight 
for, but actually values upon which the party was founded (Party Objectives; chapter 1.4.2), 
they create credibility on these values as being an inherent aspect of the party, in this way 
legitimising the UKIP quite strongly. Therefore their goal of securing prosperity and growth in 
the UK, especially in these times, can be for the good of it, but also just as much a way to 
legitimise their power. The fact that they position themselves as being liberal and right-wing 
could also be argued to be a way to make the values of society and thereby their value-rational 
legitimacy more expressed. It is self-evident that just by being a political party that not only 
adhere to the given rules of the UK but is also a direct part of the political system; the UKIP 
furthermore garners legislative-rational legitimacy just by being present. As long as the party 
respects the rules set by the system, or at least upholds them, it is free to do anything within 
these limits, because it makes their power legitimate when it is received through these means. 
In this case it is evident that the UKIP is actively legitimising its power by both value-, 
purposive-, and legal-rational legitimacy, throughout its statements. 
 
To further shed light on the legitimacy of the UKIP, their fight against the EU can be 
drawn into the fray, especially their arguments against the EU is interesting to take a look at. 
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In their arguments they are cementing their own legitimacy while on the same time trying to 
blur the EU’s. Their referring to the EU as ruling without their consent, being expensive, and 
working against growth, is a clear undermining and attack of the EU’s legitimacy on the same 
principles that the UKIP legitimise themselves, namely the value of democracy and goal of 
prosperity. In this way the UKIP manages to enforce their own legitimacy by attacking the 
EU’s. This open up for an interesting question; whether or not the euro-scepticism is merely a 
way for the UKIP to gain legitimacy, making the EU collateral damage in the fight for power.  
 
When it comes to UKIP as a party, the notion of nationalism as a minor ideology 
supported by a major ideology as put forth by Smith (see chapter 2.3.2), is evidently quite clear. 
Nationalism is as argued in chapter 3.2.2 a strong part of the UKIP’s policy, whereas the major 
ideology here is liberalism. It is especially clear in their notion of government for, by and of 
the people of Britain. The UKIP hereby takes the already distant government in Brussels 
and  pushes them even farther away by this clear definition of who are the right people, thereby 
focusing on the national identity on behalf of the European identity. It is also evident in their 
relation towards both multiculturalism and immigration that it is British values, culture and 
history that is emphasised and accepted. Focusing on these will inevitably cause a stronger 
national identity. Another example is how the constitution of the party, lays out how the 
integrity of the UK should be maintained, again there is a very strong emphasis on the British 
cultural values and exclusion of the rest of the EU. This is interesting as the UKIP explicitly 
argues in lines of nationality and not only in relation to economic, political or even legitimate 
reasons. In their most recent manifesto (for the 2010 elections) it is argued how being part of 
the EU waters down the national identity[1]. In the same manifesto the UKIP also makes it 
clear that any relationship with the EU is to be stopped, even the economic cooperation, as they 
argue the EU earns more from it than the UK. The manifesto also mentions in its foreword how 
the rest of the UKIP’s policies are influenced by their goal of leaving the EU, thereby making 
it clear that the sole driving force is the EU-exit. 
 
As shown in the graphs of 3.2.2 the British people are increasingly giving the UKIP 
more and more power, thereby it is safe to assume that this sentiment is also growing in the 
population and is no longer a representation of extremist tendencies in a society, but more and 
more becoming mainstream. The British people have like many also experienced a tough 
Side 45 af 53 
 
financial crisis with austerity measures making life tough for many Brits, furthermore 
increasing the notion that we should sort out our own trouble before we start giving money to 
anyone else, here specifically the EU. 
 
The above discussion has highlighted how the UKIP is playing on legitimacy and 
traditional values to strengthen itself while at the same time attacking the EU. It is also evident 
just how important the national identity is to this party and how they use it as part of their 
campaign against the EU. 
5.2.4 Subconclusion 
The parties all have the common trait that they are present in a society primarily based on legal-
rational legitimacy. What is interesting is how the parties differ in how and why they are being euro 
skeptical. They have the same nationalist tendencies but where UKIP utilises legal-rational 
legitimacy to enforce themselves while at the same time attacking the EU, they were also created 
for this sole purpose, but now seem to have a say on several other topics and issues in British 
politics, where they usually only was on the EU topic. DF on the other hand is a party created on 
purely nationalistic and integration values, not explicitly against the EU. Along the way to promote 
their own politics EU has become collateral damage in their quest for a strong national identity, 
their main focus point but also their source of legitimacy. PiS is more soft than the two other parties 
as it is okay with the EU as long as it promotes their own agenda and helps the Polish people. 
5.3 Discussion of Identity and legitimacy in the EU 
 
As shown in the data section, the EU bureaucracy try to employ symbols which are 
supposed to highlight and nurture what is shared between the peoples and people of Europe.  
 
All these symbols, excluding the anthem, do not point to any shared cultural meanings 
nor historical experiences. Thus they cannot be viewed as elements of national identity 
Anthony Smith's sense. 
 
The anthem, Beethoven's Ode to Joy, on the contrary to the above is an element of 
European's cultural heritage. This is however strictly high culture, with arguably, very limited 
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appeal to the populus. This choice of anathema is elitist, and probably not able to resonate 
within the middle-classes, let alone the working classes. 
 
As mentioned above the symbols used by EU to appeal to a wide public try to construct 
an identity which is  distinct from what is understood by national identity (in Anthony Smith's 
sense). It is constructed by political institutions of EU hence it is intended to be a political 
identity. According to theory employed the political identity - binding the members of the 
group together, and associated with a state - has to be, a national identity, centered over cultural 
characteristics which are continuation of an ethnie. Hence this theory is not applicable for 
studying the European identity as EU tries to picture it. We could though try to draw some 
conclusions. For instance that such european identity does not necessarily collide with the 
national identities as it is to a significant extent, different in nature. If it would have require a 
loyalty towards Europe stronger than towards the nation it would have been clearly in conflict 
with the nationalist ideologies. 
 
This project choses the European Citizens Initiative to exemplify the EUs approach to 
the identity and legitimization problem. The main idea behind which is that the participation in 
institutions, who work in line with the Weberian legal-rational legitimacy, i.e. they provide 
best solutions to achieve goals defined by the subjects values, will result in emergence of 
identification with these institutions. The initiative is a law granting citizen legislative 
initiative. Be this it allows, in principle, for greater degree of participation of the citizens in the 
EU governing institutions. Also be requiring that at citizens of at least 7 different member states 
take part in it, it structurally enforces cooperation.  
 
As the EuroBarometer data shows the degree to which citizens of different EU states 
identify themselves with the European Union is dynamic between 2000 and 2012 It has 
dramatically risen in small countries like Denmark or Netherlands while slightly lowering in 
the UK. This would indicate that the EUs approach to identity is somewhat successful, at least 
in small countries. Following Weber's perception that degree to which subjects identify with 
an institution is a measure of legitimacy. The drop of identification with EU and even more 
visible tendency to identify exclusively with the nation in UK shows the limitations of EU 
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policies. It may arise from a different values and goals of UK nationals from what does EU 
provide. 
5.4 Sub Conclusion 
This lack of legitimacy in the EU can be found in the lack of transparency in the EU in 
spite of initiatives such as the euro barometer and the European Citizens’ initiative. The lack of 
transparency can actually be seen in the European Citizens’ Initiative itself as it takes a lot of 
bureaucracy to be taken into consideration to make the change of law one had in mind. It takes 
a lot of signatures and some of them have to come from other countries. As was established by 
Anthony D. Smith one does not initially identify to cultures of other countries. This lack of 
identification and the relatively large amount of work that has to be put into changing the law 
makes it less transparent and even more difficult to actually get the change done. It seems easier 
for the regular man to change the situation in the national parliament and through that change 
one’s own situation. This helps enlarge the distance between the EU and the citizens of the EU 
and removes legitimacy.  
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Chapter 6: Conclusion 
6.1 Conclusion 
 
This project has discussed Anthony D. Smith’s definition of identity and Max Weber’s 
definition of legitimacy and used them to analyze three right wing populist parties and some 
initiatives from the EU in order to find out whether the EU has a problem with lack of 
legitimacy. 
 
                  The project figured out that Weber sets up different ways of achieving 
legitimacy: traditional legitimacy, charismatic legitimacy and value rational legitimacy. Of 
these three it is the later, value rational legitimacy that is present within the chosen European 
member states of this project and within the EU itself. As Weber defines it rational legitimacy 
is present in any contemporary bureaucratic and democratic institution which includes the EU. 
In a nation state the legitimate power has to monopoly of violence which does not correlate 
with the current situation in the EU where the monopoly still lies with the national government. 
Seeing that the EU has most of the pre-requisites for being the legitimate power it becomes 
relevant to see why the Eurosceptic parties are on the rise and whether this can be based in an 
identity issue. Therefore Anthony D. Smith’s theory of Identity has been included in this 
project. 
 
                  Anthony D. Smith argues that identity is based on two things, on an 
individual level it can be split up into a micro, meso and macro level, and an individual 
identifies himself with the situations he is faced with on an everyday basis. In this case the 
three levels are as a husband, teacher etc., a Dane and as a European citizen. As the average 
Dane in his everyday life is presented with the role of being Danish more than the role of being 
European he can relate more to the Danish Identity. The second thing that Anthony D. Smith 
bases Identity on is the collective identity that is based on cultural elements such as national 
symbols, a flag and region. Though this collective identity fades over time it fades very slowly 
and it does thereby take time to replace it with another identity. Much of this collective identity 
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is based in national culture and a strong sense of belonging with one’s collective identity leads 
to a strong sense of nationality. 
 
                  In the third chapter of the project three different political parties are 
analyzed on order to see how they promote the use of the collective identity. This chapter 
shows that in the main focus of the parties is lack of democracy combined with the idea that 
the national groups knows what is best for themselves. The Parties see the national parliaments 
as the easiest way to achieve the necessary goals of the country. In regards to Anthony D. 
Smith’s notion of dividing identity into micro, meso and macro it became clear from chapter 
three that the nationalist parties focused on the meso level. This means that the parties focus 
more on improving the national identities rather than a European identity. Chapter three also 
showed that this was a focus that was shared by a large percentage of the three different 
populations included. In Poland the number is 29.9% of the population, in the UK it is 3.1% of 
the population and rising and in Denmark it is 13.3% of the population. These numbers indicate 
that a growing number in the population focuses more on national identities rather than the 
common European. 
 
                  In chapter four the project went the Eurobarometer and analyzed some 
numbers provided by said barometer. It concluded that the Eurobarometer is an initiative from 
the EU that could be used to indicate popular opinions from different member states. These 
numbers indicates that the majority of the population in the chosen countries felt more attached 
to their countries and national governments than to the EU. The chapter then goes on to 
describing the European Citizens’ Initiative and the purpose of it. From the chapter it can be 
read that the main purpose of the Initiative is to engage the population in the law making of the 
European parliament. In brief the Initiative makes it possible for a group of citizens to propose 
a new law or change to a law as long as they gather at least a million signature from at least 
seven different member states. 
 
As discussed there is a visible growth to be seen among the Eurosceptic parties in 
the various countries in the EU. This growth combined with their focus on national government 
and their refusal to give up any further legislative power towards the EU can be seen as a sign 
of the EU losing legitimacy. The EU is behind many of the laws that are passed in the member 
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states and is by that a part of the legitimate power in the countries. This can be deemed 
irrelevant on the basis of the shown empirical data that shows that significant parts of the 
populations in the member states does not identify with the EU. This lack of will to subordinate 
under the EU removes legitimacy towards the national governments. The referendums that 
concluded an opposition towards the Lisbon treaty as a constitution of the EU further 
underlines the unwillingness to accept the EU as the legitimate power in the region. For the 
time being the skepticism towards the EU is at a level where a European federal state seems 
impossible.  
6.2 Perspectivation  
 
The discussion of identity and legitimacy is not restricted to the EU but is present in 
wide range of areas across the world. On one hand one can look at the USA which is a large 
country of immigrants in which many different identities, with relatively more success than in 
the EU, live in one country under one flag. Arguably this ease of uniting under one flag stems 
from the American mantra of freedom and liberty to choose whatever life an individual wants. 
This promotes every individual to express cultural heritage in tradition such as religious 
holidays and cultural customs. But even though the country of freedom and liberty seems to 
embrace all cultures there is an inevitable downside in the sense that, as this project shows, one 
does not simply forget and neglect ones national culture and identity. In 1994 many Mexicans 
were protesting under the Mexican flag against proposition 187 in California. (“The Clash of 
Civilizations”, Huntington, Samuel P.: The Free Press, 2002)  Proposition 187 would take away 
many basic rights, such as education, from illegal immigrants including many Mexicans. This 
caused an outraged among the citizens of Mexican descent which resulted in mass 
demonstrations. The proposition was later approved by 59% of Californian voters ensuring that 
the illegal immigrants lost many basic citizen rights. (“The Clash of Civilizations”, Huntington, 
Samuel P.: The Free Press, 2002) With a case like this one can, with Anthony D. Smith’s theory 
of identity and Weber’s theory of identity, discuss whether or not problems with legitimacy 
would appear in the USA. 
 
                  Historically the discussion of identity and legitimacy can be put in 
relation to the fall of the Soviet Union. The western part of the Soviet Union, lying on the 
European peninsula, were divide into several minor states, some of which were divided even 
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further in the early 90’s. A country like Poland gained independence and has remained the 
same size since the split of the Soviet Union. Yugoslavia on the other hand saw some turbulent 
years in the 90’s and were split into even smaller states. With the combined argumentation of 
Anthony D. Smith and Max Weber this is caused by areas such as Bosnia and Serbia who did 
not recognize a common government as legitimate. The sense of belonging was in the case of 
Yugoslavia not with the country itself but with the individual regions of said country. A project 
working with the fall of the Soviet Union would inevitably also have to work with the 
unification of Germany in 1990-91. It would be relevant to discuss whether the shared identity 
and history of the previously two Germanys were a prominent factor to the unification. 
 
Along with the two theories utilized in this project the theory of Samuel P. 
Huntington could also have created the base of a discussion of identity. Huntington states that 
the world is made up of cultural civilizations that cannot work together as one nation. These 
cultural civilizations does not have any political defined borders shown on any map but are 
rather fluid and follow the culture and movement of people. (“The Clash of Civilizations”, 
Huntington, Samuel P.: The Free Press, 2002)  Based within this theory one could argue that 
the EU as it is today spans more than one cultural civilization and that the main reason for the 
lack of shared identity is to be found in the cultural civilization. 
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